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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to correspondence filed 27 September 2006. 

2. Claims 8-24 and 26-39 remain pending. Claims 12-21 , 23-24 and 30-39 have 
been withdrawn from consideration. Claims 8-1 1 , 22 and 26-29 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 8-11, 22 and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mack (US 6,192,044 B1) in view of Myrick et al. (US 5,978,852), 
hereinafter referred to as Myrick, and further in view of Lorenz (US 5,892,922). 

6. Regarding claim 8, Mack teaches the use of a lookup service in a network 
system wherein a user queries the lookup service to acquire access to further locations 
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within the network, the lookup service including the ability to send the requestor 
necessary information in order to complete the connection, deemed functionally 
equivalent to applicant's claimed stub or serialized object (see col. 4, lines 30-35, col. 6, 
lines 35-45 and figures 7 and 8). While Mack does disclose the utilization of a lookup 
service in a networking system, Mack does not explicitly explain how the lookup service 
is updated and/or maintained. The updating and/or maintaining of a lookup service is 
deemed an inherent or implicit feature in the art when utilizing any type of database. As 
is known, any type of database that is not updated or maintained at all can quickly go 
out of date and become obsolete, of no use and virtually worthless. The need for 
updating or maintaining of a database is demonstrated by Myrick (col. 1 , lines 48-60) 
wherein it is mentioned necessary in the art wherein a look-up table should be 
maintained and updated frequently by utilization of a switch that automatically keeps the 
look-up table updated. While Myrick does clearly teach the need for a look-up table to 
be updated, Myrick does not clearly teach the step of "updating the lookup service such 
that the associated services unaffected by the update continue to be' available for use 
while the update occurs". Taking broadest reasonable interpretation, this claim 
limitation is understood to allow the lookup service database to be available to users 
while the lookup service database is being updated. This feature in the art of 
concurrent database accessing/updating is taught by Lorenz wherein a database 
memory look-up table can be updated and maintained and a look-up processs can run 
simultaneously (see col. 2, lines 42-56). One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicants 1 invention would have found it obvious to combine the features taught and 
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described by Myrick and Lorenz with the teachings of Mack. One of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to combine in order to provide a database lookup 
service which is updated automatically and frequently (Mack, col. 1, II. 61-67) and to 
provide a database lookup service which can be accessed my multiple clients 
concurrently (see Lorenz, col. 2, II. 48-56). 

7. Independent claims 22 and 26 contain similar subject matter and are rejected 
under the same rationale as independent claim 8. 

8. Regarding claim 9, Mack, Myrick and Lorenz teach the updating step including 
associating a new service with the lookup service (Myrick, col. 1, II. 48-60). 

9. Regarding claim 10, Mack, Myrick and Lorenz teach the method wherein the 
updating step includes disassociating one of the associated services from the lookup 
service so that the one service is no longer available to use (Myrick, col. 1 , II. 48-60). 

1 0. Regarding claim 1 1 , Mack, Myrick and Lorenz teach the method wherein the 
associated service have attributes and wherein the updating step includes the step of 
modifying the attributes of one of the associated services (Myrick, col. 1 , II. 48-60). 

1 1 . Claim 27 contains similar subject matter and is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 9. 

12. Claim 28 contains similar subject matter and is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 9. 

13. Claim 29 contains similar subject matter and is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 9. 
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Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments filed 27 September 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicant respectfully submits that "the Examiner cannot 
establish prima facie obviousness merely by showing an alleged "functional equivalent" 
of the claimed service item containing one of a stub or serialized object for use in 
accessing at least one of the services". Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant 
because what is present in the prior art is deemed functionally equivalent to what is 
claimed and is within the metes and bounds of the claim and therefore one of ordinary 
skill would have recognized the equivalent functionality. The claim limitation "stub" as 
read broadly is software or equivalent thereof that aids a user to access a service. 
What is cited in Mack (col. 6, II. 37-45) is merely an example of a lookup service (194) 
"stub" and therefore is within the scope of the claim having the same claimed 
functionality. No further guidance is given as to how exactly "stub" should be 
interpreted within the claims or the specification. Applicant is reminded that the claims 
are read in light of the specification but limitations recited within a filed disclosure are 
not read into the claims. Therefore, claims 8-1 1 , 22 and 26-29 are not deemed 
patentable over the prior art of record. 
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Conclusion 

1 5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin A. Ailes whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3899. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-4, IFP Work Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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